Re: Senate Bill 652

The bill recognizes an obvious fundamental truth — self confession to the state or local
police departments' internal affairs unit almost always guarantees absolution. Exceptions are
very rare. Proposed Bill 652 is long overdue and necessary but amounts to absolution if the
victim survives.

The assault on The knuckles of a 6' 2", 214 pound police officer by the nose of a teenage
135 pound Puerto Rican who ran a stop sign was sworn to by the two officers who pulled the car
over and four who were called as "back-up"”. All their reports were not only verbatim but
contained the same spelling and punctuation errors. They were all hand written by each who
swore it was his own spontaneous recollection. (Arroyo v. Walsh, 317 F. Supp. 896). Chief
Walsh insisted nobody had done anything wrong. The usual "resisting arrest” charge was
dropped. Bone chips of Mr. Arroyo's nose were removed from his cheek bones. The officer did
not seek treatment for the injury to his knuckles.

Two Bridgeport police officer who were escorting a man handcuffed behind his back into
police headquarters plead guilty to "recklessly endangering with extreme indifference to the life
of John Colquit did in fact create a risk of serious injury to him". The Sargent who called the
ambulance said "one of our guys cranked him.". Mr. Colquit spent ten days in the hospital to
recover from so much blood loss. The criminals who assaulted him Halpin and Christy, were
promoted to Sargent because they passed the exam. Their convictions made no difference. They
served no time.

If Mr. Colquit had died of blood loss proposed bill 652 would have applied. His survival
makes the almost deadly brutality moot. To remove any doubt of the need for Bill 652 with an
amendment to cover "conduct causing serious and/or permanent injury™ we need only look to the
statement of Waterbury State's Attorney John A Connelly explaining why he would not seek a
warrant for the arrest of a white police officer who was observed by numerous witnesses beating
a helpless black young man with his black jack until the handle broke.

"Whether or not Michael Robinson's civil rights were violated is not within the
jurisdiction of this office. Violation of one's civil rights comes within the jurisdiction of
the federal government and that determination must be left to the federal agencies that
have been vested with that authority."



At the very least, Bill 652 should be amended to permit the Judiciary Committee and/or the State
Attorney General to move for the appointment of a grand jury to determine if prosecution is
called for. The database for this proposal has been left with the Committee c/o Ms. Faticoni.

My credential and a Connecticut Law Tribune summation are attached. If | could be of any

further assistance please do not hesitate to call.

Burton Weinstein, Esq.
(203) 208-5093
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